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Thrs document 1s desﬂgned to help the reader -

;“iunderstand e district- profiles of . the’ California Statevide testlng S

- prograii. .These data-assist 'the reader to\cohpa € a. distrlcts' 2
performance with that of Previous years and o other: districts,

performance is given with f1ct10na1 data’ used to exemplify how . data

. may be. 1nterpreted. ‘The ‘form preseﬂts dlstrmct mean;scores for two OT -
- three years ‘separately for. reading in: grades 2453, 6, and .12, and for:
- writtem expression, spelllng, and mathematlcs ‘in.

'ttogether vith a, "comparison, band® indicating) the range, for\the middle
"50 percent: of districts: wlth similar’ background characterlstlcs based
‘on. entry level test scores’ and various socioeconomic: 1nd1cators.,A
. _numher of questions about the program and . answers are presented as .
. well | aséﬁercentile distributions of dlstrlct eans for. tests and _;
ﬂ_backgr nd factors.v(Anthor/CTM) ‘ R : N :
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- Education Code Sehtion 6d660 equ1res the California State Depantment hf"a"?

T a d1strict s pupil “dchievement level .Thé profiles allow, the reader to.

a’were again included as part of~the prof e D {f

.

. Education to prepare an annual, report: of .the. distr1ct-by- trict‘reSuLts Y
-'of -the statewide testing. program. - It further spec1fiés ‘that the testing
results be’ analyzed in-.the light of other school factors, which: have a™  * -
bearing on: those results, The latest report California Assessment Program, f -
Profilegﬂgffschool District Performance 1976 77 is the eighth : such,report“[{f"

("

The pérpose of th1s document Profiles of School D1strict Performance f;‘ﬁx“;
. 1976-77: A Guide. to’ Interpretation is to. help: the: reader understand and
interpret-the" ‘district profiles. 'A companion document “Studént: Achievement '

L in California*Schools l976 77 Annual Report presents the statewide findings

¢ ol
A bas1s or standard of comparison is necessary for Judging the adequacy of -

“‘compare a d1strict s performance with that of previous years’and with the
. performance of” pupils in other .districts, espec1ally ‘those of d1stricts o
- with similar pharacter1st1cs and resources. ‘The procedures used €0 prepare.*f

~ the. scores " and comparative indices were -improved several times and are now .

basically stabilized, and this has. increased the effectiveness of the };_fl - o

- profiles asia source of comparative 1nformation about school distr1ct o

performance.. P TN e T }_. o

E I LAY

- . . ' N DR '-'

The contents of the distr1ct profiles are 1dent1cal to those of lash\year'

this year however ‘the format was changed to incorporate’data—from: past

“years as well. Because the same Readlng Tést ‘has been adm1nistered since-
~1974-75, three years: of results appear for grades two “and three; Both versrons
‘pf he Survey of Basic Skills, the one for grade ‘six and.the ‘one" for ;grade.

felve, are fhe same as: those administered in l975 76 ‘80 two years of data .
re presented for those grade levels ,’”;' e AL : '

T j S S T e

-Jrhe tests for l976 77 are ident1cal to- those of the prev1ous year, and the L
' background factors used to. .calculate .the comparison 'score bands are also IR

' the same.” In making . 1ts calculations for all- grade levels the Department S
- employed ‘a - previous measure of student achievement and’ a socioeconomic -‘i-ﬁ.f“
'lindicator namely, ‘the pércent of: students coming from homes receiving‘ id. .. -

‘to Families with- Dependent Children (AFDC) -As in last: year s profile

‘_”other“available background factors related: to pupil ach1evement in thel™ ..
v elementary grades were" also used to calculate the compar1son score ban,s.

Additional background factors not used t develop comparisonﬁscore bands -

"f-This guide is designed to a1d in the*interpretétion of the profile of school
',district performance and we welcome your comments and suggestions to improve

'the guide. ;'__ L Em R , T\‘ R
" DONALD R. McKINLEY S L T SR ALEXANDER I, LAW .
' Chief Deputy: Superintendent O _“1_‘“’.uﬁ.' Chief, Office of Program-p_ Sy

of Public Instruction _‘; Evaluation and Resé&rch
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.. ; Far too often, fudgments about the quality of eddcation’inﬁa‘parfic lar = .
school ‘or ‘school district, .or even an entire state, aré made withoirt objective
information"fA=Qchool,canidévelop;a‘:eputatiOn.as a "good school" for what .
are tindoubtedly nqtﬂygti}sound:reaspnsi;.It~haS'én.atFradtivq butlding; it

" s a‘new bdi1¢;§g;-lbcal,féal estate salespersons say ‘it.is a good. schodl; -

. it has introdyce gthejlatést'inﬁovat%ge.progrgms;~it spends- the most money. ~ , .
 pgr_pupi1;.#tha$.a large percentof "its graduates going on’ to college.

- The 1list of reasons seems almost endless. - B

. " 3
Loy et

© . .7 ..:In the absence of more significant information, any one or any combination .
SNt of the.reasons_qibéd might,have somle value as an indicator of the quality
' ~of ‘a school. On the other hand, évery rea¥on cited has its flaws. - None
. addresses the fundamental question: "At what level are students.gchieving
.. after X years of schooling?" The pdrpose of the California Assessment. ' » |
- Program of the State Départment o _Education} is to answer tHat question for
~ each school district in the state and for the state as a*whole. .. -~ =

RN

- . Through ‘the California Assessment Program, students are tested on the basic, -
. v skills, dnd then each district is given a rank order according to the average.. -
. - scares of ‘students in_the district.  The comparative data are then presented .
: ~ = in a school district profile.. In addition to cquparing ayerage student - = .
« 7 77 - “achievement in the district to the average achievements in &ll other districts =
o ~ in-the state, the assessment program uses. a statistical procedure through B
- which various district background ‘factors are analyzed. The product of the
' statisticdl procedure is a comparison score band, -which indicates how other .
- ‘districts with similar background. characteristics are.scoring. . . = -

. What Are Some. of. the Liﬁitétion§7of'the'ScholeDiStrict'Profile?.i_,

.‘Tbe chief limitation'qf a schebljdistfict;profilg.iéﬂthét’it:preSéntS:and

. analyzes average student_achievémenQ~in»g limited number of cognitive v
‘content areas as measured by paper-and-pencil:tests, Viewed sePQfapely;.]-;

" some of these limitations' may be elaporated as'follows: - . _,; ;..5\. ‘

e L “. 1. The tests in the state assessment. program dre designed to measure . )’?"

R

L LT achievement only in the areas of reading, W?itténfexPreSSibﬁZ» T L
Il '-nspélling, a@d_matheﬁatiés.» Thus, many.other subjects, such fas |q
M;ﬁ"".,HhiﬁFQFY,fgﬁogtathsLSciéﬁap,,art;mmusic,;andusocialmsciepce,fgre;yx.a,

. -+ not included in the agsessment. program; neither are, such noncognitive o+
“o.cv T . areas as self-esteem, citizenship,.or cultural appreciation. ' | '

" . . . .Districts emphasizing-areas other ‘than those examined in the - o
T - - assessment program have an obligation to present objective infor- . = -

v.matib&—aboﬁt’échggve ‘ hése“area§._ S T
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~..‘H2.;lThe scores presented are the average scores for a d1str1ct Even

'1'_,57 ,}zf; the lowest-scoring district has some’ students ach1eving at .a high . .:VZf
R /_,1eve1 Likewise, even the’ highesthscoring district has 1ts share =
S o o ﬁ_of -achieving students. ' . —

.4 . . _ —

9 1Many factors might influence whether.a student,wlll succeed in
" school. For example, 'test results d¢ not-reveal anything about -
- the- discipline present, or absent in a school or. about other =T
'factors which affect the learning climate." :

The goals of education ‘are complex, and standardlzed tests are available L
' to measure the degree of attainment of only a few, of jthese goals. Standardized
"test scores should not. be the~on1y criteria used t Svaluate a total ST
 educational program,_but to the extent that the tests measure -the ach1eve-‘ oS
;'“ ‘ment of progsam. obJectlves, the test scores representf'alld measures and o
:‘_ are meaningful indicators.. ;" . o 3 B

b

-/ . looking at measurement in -the light of obJegtives and. costs and making
-decisions. about .the value of the outcomes obtained.. ‘In: short, the reader

- must’ reallze that only some of the information that is required for the total _ .
vevaluatlon process is prpvided in theddistrict profiles.x”a A o e

_\~.- T Why Was This Guide Prepared”’

. + . . _
K; s Evaluation of a program 1mplies ‘more- than measurement' it -also’ 1mplies

Each district profile conslsts of the test ‘results in grades' fhree, six,

and .twelve, plus a’ number of background factors. for the distrﬁggk Some of . .

" the background. data were cellected as .part of pr for the assessment program' Y

.and have beeni used in the -analysis of test: results. ‘The’ background factors '
-y+employed in- the ‘calculation of'the comparison score bands areg-isted on: the',’, '

profile in‘the lower left cdrner‘under the appropriate test: heading. - Seven'® .
‘|background factors, in addition to those ‘examined during.thé 4ssessment
process, are also. listed on the- profile in the lower right cbrner to. g1ve a .
-more complete description of the district. - . ‘., L.

This interpretive guide explains how the tests 'were developed what.they
measure “how they were. administered, and how the results ‘are’ .digplayed in L
the district profiles. ‘The profiles.centain’ Dames, numbers, and column - = e

-. headings but no explanationS' this gu1de wa designed to- prov1de the
e r'explanations. ' ~

0
S -
’y
|
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; L -A11 the tests now administered in the Ca1ifornia Assessment Program have .
f?gfﬁl " been" developed by ‘California educators- for use in California schools. . Four
L . advisory committees -assisted the Office of Program Evaluation and’ Research
o in developing the specifications, for the test contents and in selecting. or .
N -L writing items for. the tests.. The-adv1sory committees were composed. of
R ; 1eading.educati0na1 specia1ists from throughout the state of California.:

The: first task undertaken by the advisory committeesqwas to rev1ew{aﬂgﬁy ‘
butlide (1) official California frameworks in. reading, English; and mathe-
: matics, (2) state-adopted instructional materials; and (3) locally. developed
: 1nstructiona1 objectives: prepared by California school districts. The '~ .
. obJectives selected for the "assessment program were. those' that. appeared to

... be common in most 1nstructiona1 materials and in the curricu1a of most schooI
districts \y

S o The obJectives of the asseesment program were arranged into content ‘areas,
- and ‘skills were defined for® each content area. -The fina1 documents describing
the test obJectives were reviewed by personnel in. 171 random1y selected -+
“school districts.: The’ obJectives selected for the assessment program were
thenfpublished in three documents, which are‘listed below:

v

AN

e Test QQAtent Specifications/fo} Ca1ifornia Sfate
I Reading Tests :

y f;. S o Test Content Specifications for the Surv;y,of Basic’
. : ' Sk111s Mathematics R

- i T) )
rp Test Content Specifications for the Survey of Basic C
' Ski11s Written Expression and Spe11ing '

A set of the cited pub11cations was mailed. in 1975 to each school district
in Ca1ifornia and to selected libraries in the state. Additional copies
. may be purchased from the Bureau of" _Publications Sales,’ State Department of
.. Education; P. 0. Box 271, Sacramento, CA 95802. The cost of each document "
Y is 65. cents, p1us .sales- tax for Ca1ifornia residents.i BRI
N The resu1ting test content specifications, or-test obJectives were .so -
: lengthy ‘that, a test which ‘measured even.a mAJofgportion ‘of them should. have
- taken’ hours to administer Yet one of the goals .of the assessment. .progra
)7 """ 'was to-shorten the testing timé) Thus, " a methodology had to be employed -
-(: ‘ "which would accomplish the goa1s of* both - shortening the test1ng time and
" . - -providing a test which was comprehensive and re1evant ‘to California. Through’
' . the procedure adopted; which was : matrix sampling, "the long’ tedt was diy&ded
_inte a number of forms, with. each student taking only ohe of the test forms. -
' 'For example, the 250- item Reading,Test is divided intlo- ten: forms so" that o -
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e of a‘district proflle correspond1ng to the profile that would be obta1ned

?. The content and sk111 areas that Qere assessed are’ presented in. Table 1,

. . e * .A‘v ) " -t t

» each pupil in the second and th1rd ‘grade takes only one tenth (25 1tems) of-
the entire test. The matrix sampllng procedure is employed in all tests

“administered for the Californla Assessment Program except the Entgx Leve
Test « . . .

Statlstlcal calculations in the matr1x samp11ng procedure enable preparation

if all students took all items in a 1ong test, Matrix samp11ng is an

3

. s’ -

Also displayed in the table are the number of test. items, the test format
' the gumber of test forms and the number of 1tems per test form

’ LN A ..

-~ .- « S,

The Entry Level Test and Readlng Test for 1976 77 are 1dent1ca1’to*thpse

g adm1n1stered for the previous ‘two years,. so all results can be.compared’

across: the "last three years. for, grades one, two, and three. ‘Survey of Basic
'Skills: Grade 6 and Survey of BaS1oaSk111s- Grade 12 are identical to-

" those administered in 1975- 76, so two'years of results are presented "
' for these grade 1evels. oL T ’//T I

- e

-

L5 2T

D
- - effigient testfng procedure when the purpose of ' the - testing is to- obtaln’
- 1nformat10n about the performance of’ groups of students o
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Contents and Fgrmat of Tests Administered in the Calrfornla Assessment Program 1975 76 and 1976 77 7’% -

I \ i3
Y

T . 4‘w, ; — > ;*uw-‘ B e T
ipgﬁrade- '.Name;of Test.and . 'Npl qfl/ Matrrx No of Items “Q;P‘aj :};fiSkfilsﬁTeSted.!p o

¢, L Oontent Aveas. . [ 'Ttems® Samplrng Forms PerFory 552 “n-snff?uw ]"l ClEe c cij( :

R N

'\.'. s
. l

¥ M T . e
e " f-Entry Level Test . SR fj.';Now oL ;wr35“. | Immedrate recall letter recognrtron audrtory/r—f
"_:‘7-,j.‘i"‘f;vl', SERRE 3‘ S N f‘drscrrmrnatlon v1sua1 dtscrrmrpatron language

R CUT ‘f;,‘ﬁﬁw_ development

Q-Two'aﬁd';ReadingTest;' B .-250*~7'f' Tes 3 fo | ?25'} ! ord 1dent1f1catron--phonet1c analysrs vocabu-.‘i
e ,f"f-r"”rf- SR IR N """--gi‘kg Lary, compFEhenSIOHP'llteral and 1nterpret1ve
St I D T o | study-locatlonal

'JrSfmT[.ﬂ'Sdrwey of Basfc' . g 480 | Yes | ’fls':jgﬁifﬁp_pf L f,,.L S ﬁ_psi,‘ ERE
e T I I LA

-
- [t
s
19
-r

Readrng boas el Word 1dent1f1catron' vocabulary, comprehensron~-‘e"

| L hmwlrMumﬁwdammﬂ ﬁwwbwumﬂ

o e K v " ‘\‘r;\'.'m-“ ¢ ‘ - ' . , .A " ) . . . ; .- b -‘_‘ ”x‘w‘l‘: '
y["f’WﬂuﬁEmﬁSRm,;d%yf”}ru]fg;~‘gw$fn %Mmmrw%mum mewmmmﬂﬁmm,wﬂ”
PR ERSEE P B el ol ‘capitalization, punctuatlon, word forms language
3j'.~,['rfg R A I'W'rf'bﬂ?VﬁfL' cmgi Mm@ﬂuwg B

! - ;

‘ . 'i

' | cr‘ |-
v

Spellrng | ,nf:;' ﬂﬂ64'f; A Vaf‘if}W;‘ f??4{f‘; Recognltron of mlsspelled word in.a set of words e
nvf‘jIOLf;“w Arrthmetrc--number conceptsd whole nhmbers, ';fff
s fractlons -decimals; -geometry;. measurement and SR

graphs probabrlrty and stat1st1cs 5

Mathematlcs o ;'f | If16ddtf*ﬂwi

i . N .
PR v
X v R ,

Dielve | Survey of Beste | 558 es | 18 ] a1 -.fi_ R

ERTRRA | Sk111s. Grade 10 JEEE U R RS D SRR AP

e | JEDTSEEE N R IR IO U R L T A
R Readlng | 5ﬁ|fiff, l"144 e ‘*j{,l';’: | XA Vocabulary, comprehen81on--11teral 1nterpret1ve/
P 1 (I I crrtrcal study-locatronal

| ISR AT TR RSN NREINE AP It - R
"”f*‘erttenjExpressioni AT g Sentence recognltron, senten%e manrpulat;on ,
R T U R AUEEERRTY FERPIRN B caprtalrzatron and punctuatlou, paragraphs word
RRTE Y R SR R RS A 1 Nk forms, lahguage chorces .' :.-}. o X vfl'

B n72":‘f o igxf’e’ “'2'4‘f Recognltfon of a mfsspelled word 1n the context
o R N | of a sentence .cw{_“l' o L
T j'f?' - N .. il'{u Arrthmetrc--number concepts whole numbers ,

| LA PR SO "“__ S fractlons decrmals‘ algebra, geometry, measure-rr
!::7r?:*n{ e e A ‘;,l ment, probabrlrty and statistics _,;-5, 153




The 1976 77.tests for the California Assessment Program were’: adjinistered
according to the X hedule in Table 2 A

. o B . :
3 ’\ s IR o RN e

P LA
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. e T R ': ) Tahle 2 L ) _
-;Lv"f:di;-- Testing Schedule fOr the California Assessment Programi 976;77‘: L ff{‘»'u

{ S . e&

T

'“Date; f‘Qrade,Level‘ . Test_\- Lo . fﬁi'f'ﬂ

Eleventh through the 20th SRS R L F L
‘day of instruction EERE \One. . | Entry IieVe-l‘-’I.‘eLt’; . S h

December 1--14, 1936" "Surve§‘of}Basii€Skills:f'”

A:'fappropriate

Sl

"-,iApril 18--29 1977% o

'5:A@r11 25--May 5} 1977:.

N o
Two_and_three{».

;,Survey of Basi

.

Skille

Grade 6

Reading Testg,

"'* Testing-dates in7yearéround1schoolsuwereﬁextendedztd;ﬁay'13,hl9779

" A" few. weeks ‘prior to. testing,

coordinator
Included in

.ﬁistributionjof'Test Materials'

the contractor who scores the tests mails the -
‘number of tests to- each 'school district. Then ‘the dlStrlct test

d1stributes the -correct number ‘of test. packets to.each school.

RN

BRI

. . 3 s
} . oo e

each; packet is an examiner s manual .which outlines the adminis-_'f
. ‘tration procedures to be followed S0 as to standardize, as ‘nearly-as’ poss
y ‘testing conditions. Schools are urged to" conduct testing in' small, classroom-

- size groups however, at the higher grade levels, schools are - permitted to.

i f‘test in 1arger groups. SRR o S IR SR N
ffIfFor the | matrix sampling, wh1ch was discussed on page 4, tests are. packaged '
.2 .in‘class packs. 'The Reading Test, . for. example, is ‘divided 1nto ten forms ).;]
" ...of 25. items each. .The forms are arranged in. sequence (Form l Form . T

-T”Form lO), ‘and the ted!her gives out the tests in: that order: -
. the test is constructed so ‘that each one contains about the ‘same number of -
u._easy and difficult items. R : : -

Bl -

Each® form of -.. "



Administration of Tests R .f_-_1: L
U . . N . . .' . ,( } e . - . _.‘ .‘.:
h The d1rect10ns for taking the tests'are read aloud to the students

-are.instructed to mark their answers directly”%n the test booklets.ﬁ
.the Entry Level Test nor.the Reading Test is timed l* .‘:”‘,'f-k]““

N K '_.\'~ o

. ;Q-To s1mp11fy the admin1stra;ive procedures for the Survev-of Bas1c Skillsf;:
4 . for grades six and twelve, a.time limit of 30 minutes 'is included: in the:  / "
Lo tdirections.. However, in both grades these 304minuté’ time 11m1ts were chos. .
7 to.bBe generous, and not. restrictiv&\ that 1s,'almost every'student can y
xcomplete the: test 1n the time allotted L

' VAfter the students have completed’their tests (e ept for the'Survey
Skills:-Grade . 12), the teacher codes. information a out each student- on the: "
_back of the: student's. test. booklet. Some of thege data are used in,the~*}-_f.»j.;
. school reports as background 1nformat10n with wh1ch to 1nterpret thé results’ .
-'fqr the school _ Other" 1nformat10n is collected only for ana1ys1s of statewide
results or trends. : Co : .

_ The pr1nc1pal of each schooL—completes a School Information Form and also:r'
'certifies that the. tests were.. administered prOperly. -The pr1nc1pal returns

ﬁ'Nfi.'.hithe form along w1th the - completed tests’ to the district testfcoordinator.

- e

.. h . t] :
Q . :.
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Conten'ts of a Dlstrlct Proflle [ T R
f"ﬁ!rf -'l_' 4+ eg, 2, ’-?“;" T T T

v . U THe school dlstrict proflle conta1ns a Summary of the district test results. »
. - . N . ’
) A ,;For d1scuss1on purposes,. the proflfe has beeﬂ‘d1v1ded Lntouklx”sectlons, as .’
; o ?llsted below  and shojn 1n Flgure 1 T {m?ﬁ L e Lo
. T A e . o e T

Section A: - D1str1ct Mean,SﬁQre o h' L -'__:”bégk.
Sectioan' State Percentlle Rank of the D1str1ct Mean Score

S . . . )

‘Section_c' State Percentlle Rank of the Comparlson Score Band R
S TR A T T ) . “‘.s :.‘ e

' : ’ ;"';SectioniD' Percentlle Ranks of the Dlstrlct Mean Score and the .
yoo o ' Comparlson Score Band . R o -

v Lo

LS ’ L - - . NS . EE

_ ‘SedtlonaE*, Background Factors USed to Develgp Comparlson Score 9
L :3;'-\_'{ R Bands . , o : Lo ._:_h,“-ﬂ“,

’

. — b oo o .
h A , © -

o Sectlon F' Addrglonal Background(%actorsu(Not Used to Develop
Ce ~.;3:Jf -Gempar1son Score Bands) ARRRERTE N R P S

e W S : e o - s . Y 2 T e

Sebtlon A' 'bistrictiMeanuScore?fl.' ;;-j ﬁpi:'f\

_ In the column for the dlstrlct mean score, th E
- -each test is the percent of . questlons answered . -
- in the" d1str1ct. Alternat1vely,_th1s score ‘can: be v;ewed as the avera
(arithmetlc mean) percent. of the items answered c -
Scores are not: presented for 1974-75 for-. :
. dlfferent tests were used’ that- year, and the raw s' o
X LT - ] .
. }Example' In the- sample prpflle for the flctldnal' : i Ao
“. 77 . School District in Figure 1; the district mean score fb 1976 77’
"« . on the Reading Test'in second grade was.76.7. 1EF e ;
. rof all the test. items presented to ‘the grade two pup11s,’ 6 -
.- cent.of those’ items wire-answered cqrrectly
Sl . way,"the. average second- grade pupll answered 76 7. percent o,. -
L L - reading ltems cortectdy. “In the’ prev1ous year ®the average second-
... grade pupll answered 76 4 percent of the items corréctly and in-: o
7, 1974-75, 76.3 percent: = Thus,’ on:an absolute-basis, the performance”ﬁ;' .
"o .of Calwest s: second-grade puplls has 1 creased yearly over the . past -
N three years SRR NG o ~ ¢

P

Seétlon B'T State Percent;le Rank of the Dlstrlct-Mean Score ﬂpfA..;:;/--

’,

In evaluatlng the profiles most people confronted w1th a- d1str1ct mean score

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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ask "How does- thﬁ@ score, (76.7) compare w1th .!- m

'comparlsons are poSsible, the first comparlson offered on ‘the district pro-
-file is how ‘the d1strict mean score “for a test area. (in th1s c se,;76 7).
. “compares. to the. average :scores of- a11 othgr dlstrlcts in the. state for that-

test ared..’ The dlstrlct mean scores of -all Callfornla school'd str1cts

_+ ‘are rank ordered making 1t poSs1b1e ‘to determlne what percent. -of the
"Ldlstrlcts have.a. .mean score in a. g1ven test area. lower than that-of the
“district in question,'thls number T7S in the examﬁ!e g1ven) is thelstate

percentlle rank:for 1976~ 77. :-Sometimes,’ when comparlng one d1str1¢t s f_

. mean . test ‘score w1th that of another dlstrlct an evaluator w111 not1ce
" that’a ‘'small. dlfference bEUWeen dlstrlct mean scores . ‘translates- into &
'_}1arger difference.in. percent11e ‘ranks. This 'is because -the d1strlct scoreé’
- 1is 1tse1f an average, -and the var1ab111ty of these averages decreases as’
. the size of the .groups 1ncrea§es. Flgure 2 111ustrates this phenomenon in.

‘a d1stribut10n based: upon a set of real” data: for California. - The actua1
_dlstrlbutlons of the’ ‘district mean test scores for all- grade_levels ‘and

N Lor . s . . . e - T N B D
i - . ‘. . . . N '» . -

”_Flgure 2 111ustrates the princlple that; pavtlcularly at the center of the
,'dlstrlbutlon, a.change rn scores from A"to ‘B represents ‘a large area under.
""the peaked-curve, (jye., many “districts) and, ‘hence, translates into’ a largé
tdifference in percentile rqgklngs. 'However, ‘this phenomengn should not
‘.concern the eva1uator, for sdch- incréases are un11kely to occur rn_a‘large
. -district because the re11ab111ty of grouped scores .increases .in direct

relation to- the: group ‘size. When they do* occur, they .will 1ikely reflect

. real- d1fferences in student. performance whlch may warrant inspectlon, for:
they may have 1mp11oat10ns for the lnstructional programs.

-

" the: backgroundeactors ‘are presented 1n the appendlxes. L e
. . . . PEL I . e e . . DT EEE .
o . SRRV 3,
‘ . e K
= . : 1. | DISTRICT MEANS - . . :
R o 1 SO N
MR B o : I & ' » .
-2 R A P g . g
BT S t o . e
' f - “\PUPIL SCORES "~ = ST
1 H o L L
) X3 ~ - - 4 TEST SCORES
. R . A B “¢c. . - 3 L
. ‘\_',' - _"v. ) ) L | L ‘.
STATE eupn. PERCENTILE RANK ‘~_', 3% 46 74 - —~
Lo STATE DISTRICTPE'RCENTILE RANK' 8. 38: 95 - - .« T L e »
Fig, 2._'C&m'pariso'ﬂ of pupil and district percentile ranks. . R N '
=%

-



. %&gure Z further illustrates the princ1p1e that fd‘-a school scoring below e
v "3::7-P- average, the. district pércentile rank-(for the Same score). will be-a 1ower,, S
c ‘number than tle - pupil pegcentile ranki, Conversely, for' a school scgring . e
gabove avenage"the aistrict percenoilq'ra k will.be a higher niimber .than the’
. >~ 7. value for the 'same scere: on. the pupil percentile distrrbution._ ‘This phenom-'
w ' q Gpon is in no way related. to matrix sampling. - .The' curves" in Figure 2 .are - °
IR derived from data’ obtained in*1973 for what was then the state/test for. R
- grade sax, namely,_the somprehenéive Tests o£/Bas1c Skills S L .
cle S S {0 S :
: T TTEx pl L For Calwest theidistrict mean: écore i\‘grade two
SRS e ~ reading \is 76.7, which p1aces the distriet at the' 75th percen- =
SN~ T f'tile--th tis,. 75 percent of ‘the districts had,a lower mean.score
L ..t 1. (and"25 percent’of.the: districts had . a ‘higher ‘méan:score). . It
5 [”'_"’A'ﬂ, ’ shoyld be noted that although Calwest s absolute score in rade e
e T . two reading increased -from 1975-76. to 1976-77, its percentile SEEN
LT '.;-_"-rank decreased because its increase in scores -was not as‘great
B : ~. ' -as the statew1de increa_ ~of 0 7 - percent correct from 1975 76
to 1976-77.% TN

[JRNEN . S

. v el o .

) : . L L o} R . '.?;"‘:':"./'- (‘... L. . - ) . . PR )
. L Sectfon’C:' State PercentiIeﬁRank of the Comparison”Score Band TN
. . _. - . - p ] \\ . . L ,

.. . In any ranking scheme somebodf must be at the bottom.. Or more particularly,
S in ‘the' p&€rcentile. ranking presenteﬂ in - Section B of “the district profiles, .
i "half of the. districts must receive a- ranking "below average"; i.e., - below the
" 50th’ percentile. Personnel in a district operating under- what ma§ be con-. '
- sidered constraining conditions may “feel that it is, unfair to -compare - their B
» district with the more privileged districts'in the state. Therefore, to ;
P mitigate ‘such s1tuations, a. comparison ‘score band is ca1cu1ated and presented
R for each districtﬁ _.yx- ,f - 1 T o e
.- The comparison score band indicates the percentile ranking obtained by the
' -middle 50 percent of* the’ districts with.similar background characteristics..
The comparison score band -does - not involve a- subJective Judgment of how.a’ _
: district ‘should" be: scoring; it is. ca1cu1ated by ana1yz1ng the backgrohnd '
. factors reported for ‘a district (See Section E:- Background Factors) and
how districts With a’ s1milar set of background factors are, - an fact, scoring
SR N 4 , oy R e
o The procedures for ca1cu1ating comparison score bands involve statistical
ana1ys1s techniques that ‘reveal the sfatewide relatiog%hips (corfelations)
among the’ background - factors and the district test.scdfes. The stepwise.
regreSSion analysis enables: a person to seleqt from«ali .of the background_
- faptors thé subset which gives. the most accurate. predictions. The back- *.
S e . ground factors used. to: calculate the comparisbn~score ‘bands are listed in" - .
B ' .Section E under each grade level 'in their order of -importance; " i. e.y the® SR

first factor 1isted is the one ‘most high}y corre1ated With the test scores."

f

Example. Calwest s percentile rank of 75 appears quite favorable L
when the’ district s grade two- read g score is compared to the scores-,{j_
. of all districts in\the state._ Hoégﬁfr, about -half of.the.districts_.‘,,h

[ o

& : L 2 i S o _ e . - ‘

'b»u f'.”‘_j * SeeI%tudent Achievement in California Schools 1976 77 Annual Reportr—"_”_-_\
S Sacrament0' Calif&tnia State Department ‘of. Education, 1977 R
'Z‘*?* N e St

-" wL :JI T-I_ f | ‘.' L
RN T 53 o s ‘_ o 11 20 . ‘
\)4 o ) . . _.;-.", " . ~: ;, ‘ " . X

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




! : - - :
(_. . . .. . L. ] ._.\-. . “ . . [ . - . . A
\ . . . . . e : ' : & " ’ B o ,‘ Lo -
R Y -w1th background characterlstlcs S1m11ar to' thdse reported for ; \
g " . Calwest under "Background ‘Factors’ Used to Develop Comparison. .v‘_ o

’.-._"._ Score ‘Bands, Grades 2. and 3" also had - grade two ‘rgéding- Scores : .. -, :
' ‘béetween the 61§t and 78th\peréent11es' about . 25, fdrcent ‘had scores L\-'

. above the 78th\percentile, and about 25 . pergent scored: below the
61st percentlle. ‘In other. words on the sgﬁond-gfadw Reading Test.

. Calwest Disttict's mean - score was in the middle 50.'percegt of* . _’_&,
Callfornla d1str1cts w1th a s1mllar set .of background ‘ch racter-.' -
.v. 1StlcS. ) ) ) e ‘ ) . . . B . . . i UL \

)
. . 3 - T
"o . . . . . T L

o - . — e . ) e e o PR L . . . .

Lo o i:Section D Percentlle Ranks of the D1str1ct Mean Score and the
Sl e o ;“". Comparlson Score Band - 8

.'.

" The- sect10n»1dent1f1ed by aD in- F1gure 1 is, ;\graphlc representatlon of the:
«-percentile rank of. the district mean score (denoted by an X) i relatlon to{hg
“the .comparison score band’ (denoted by a row of 0's). The distances plotted
“are based ‘upon the relatlonshlp of percent11e Scores to a normal d1str1but10n.
.:fHence ‘the d1stance from' the 1st to the. 25th percentlle 1s much greater than
. the distance from" the ‘25th . to ‘the 50th percentlles. Because of the 11m1ted
" number. of pr1nt pos1tlons on the proflle a print position corresponds to
o more than one percentlle and occasionally the'X will overprint the last 0
"« " in’a row (such as.000B). -Whenéver this occurs, the ‘mumerical values for
" the percentlle will indicate whether the d1str1c? mean score ‘was’ actually
. within, above or below 1ts compar1son score band —

i D . - . . S . L

.

Sectlon E' Background Factors Used to Develop Compar1son Score Bands - -:".ﬂ‘fia
: Several types of data on background characterlstlcs are collected as part of
‘the Callforn1a Assessment Program. For. the tests at the elementary school
_level, teachers record background character1st1cs 1nformatlon on the back- .
- .of the pupils' test booklets Other data (such as Percent AFDC) come- from s
'the school district off1ce. Test scores in - earller grades are also treated
..as,a background factor.3pf e . :

"Sectlon E of the d1str1ct proflle presents data for only those factors wh1ch
were used to calculate. the comparison :score band for each grade level test. = fj
;Z'.:'_However, additional background factors are presented at the bottom’ r1ght of -
“the profile. (Section F) to describe more completely the characterlst}cs of.
“a” district. A1l of the: proflle background factors, ‘their source, and how .
they are quaqtlfled are discussed in theé- follow1ng paragraphs in the order
“in wh1ch the factors appear 1n the proflle. : .g-: T
: _ , : S S
T A careful read1ng of how each factor was’ quant1f1ed is necessary to under-‘¢--
" stand the value of the factor reported A:high’ value, and therefore a high -
,'percentlle ‘rank; does not necessarlly mean a-district is- operat1ng under
';ffavorable c1rcumstances- it merel represents ‘the- presence or absence of'the’
- characteristic: in questlon. For %xample, d'dlstrlct with a large number of . )
fbillngual puplls would have a hig percentlle rank. for’ percent, bilingual.
' Or, to cite another: example, a. d1str1ct w1th a. large average dlass s;ze,wouldf
“have a h1gh percentile’ rank¢- ' : : S L SRR

N :. S '¢?¢~}nf.' 'Lﬂ‘r/l o ,?“ : ‘f.n';, hﬂ | L _:s‘ ,i e
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_ Grades Two and Three‘Reading Tests B 1 _ | ?:if;_;:ffl-' ;:’f fu-‘\ v ,.'—rfrif
fe fg'. C F1ve background factgfs/were used in l976 77 in calculatlng the drstrlct ..,;;;
A -.;” " comparison‘score bands for grade two readlng and- grade ‘three read1ng -"-:, B

(1s): Entry;Level—TESt—scores (2) socioeconomic 1ndex, (39 pexcent: AFDC :
(4) percent b111ngual -and” (5). gupll moblllty. These factors are described . 7
below ‘in their” order of 1mportance in. 1nfluenc1ng the values of th comparl-'ﬂz.“;l"
son score band ,f s Lo '-r~f:-9w“'%'_ . o ‘\\.- T

T Entry Level Test. The f1rst factor reported was the mean score obta1ne 1nf-’._
the fall of 1976 'by the’ beglnning ‘first-grade pupils in the.district.. the

N ‘\-‘

. recognltlon,‘audltory dlscrlmlnatlon, v1sual d1scr1m1natlon, and language
development L v S T T VR b

o The selectlon of SklllS assessed by the'Entry Level Test was. based on . the‘

T, B ‘need to know what level of skills’ children have when. they enter the first”

o ‘grade. as well” 4s the need to, account for- initial d1fferences in read1nessf7"2 B

";_:-, when analy21ng subsequent pupll read1ng achlevements in ‘the second and third =

. grades. A high- score’ on the Entry .Level Test indic¢ated that-a d1str1ct s

entering first graders. tended to have: a greater read1ness for learn1ng than LT

those from d1str1cts with lower scores.._.' _ P A -,f;‘fjj'

.\_‘ ) . "' I‘.

e Soc1oeconom1c Jndex The socioeconoqu 1ndex is "an’ 1nd1cator of the occupa—‘

test 1ncluded items measuring the learning skills of immediate recall, letter’ o a

~tions of the ,parentg of. second- and- third-grade pupils._ On the back of each = .. -

3}; ”,j pdpll'S Reading Test’ booklet:, the. teacher identified: ‘from the follow1ng list
T A . the. occupatlonal category that corresponded most closely with the occupatlon
' of the pupll's father mother, or guard1an-

m-«)\n. .

g ® Unknown '
' ';w.'--jfff"' .. Unskllled employees (and welfare) .

-;12'_l;;ﬂ Skllled and sem1skllled employeeS-f ?:..
- ".’_Semlprofess1onals, clerlcal and sales workers

- ‘. 'teChnlclanS o . . ] S N . : o . f. .o

-0 Exedﬁtlves profess1onals,.and managers‘
Thé first. two categories were ass1gned a value of 1; the'thlrd a value of _

f 2; and the- last ‘two, a value of 3. The' socloeconomlc 1ndex is. the average ';-'
(mean) of these values ‘for, all second- and th1rd-grade pupllS in the district.

- A hlgh score indicates that the district serves a community with. a large ~;i*='

d
percentage of‘pegple\engaged 1n profess1onal an sem1professional occupatlons

Percent AFDC.. The AFDC f1gure is the percent of puplls whose famllles are o
rece1v1ng ass1stance under the A1d to Famllles w1th Dependent Chlldren (AFDC)
program : . _ v ,

P . L 71:‘,.r

- Late in l976 each distrlct completed a questlonnalre in wh1ch it 1dent1f1ed s

each school whose famllies were rece1v1ng AFDC ass1stance as of October 1976

-

the erroliment of each school in the district and the number of pupils in. "—J e



H"’fffﬂ l[' f:;'bl'-ﬁ'l '3-0 English only ‘

. ... Bilingual

s

e L

grade pupils tested@: in the school Percent AFDC was collected for the f1rst

.litime in 1975 76 _so-no.value is presented for 1974 75. ;,' B

3Percent Bilingual ) The percent bilingual figure was’ derived from data .
filled in on the back of each pupil ‘s ReadingﬁTest Teachers ‘were askdﬁ vwgﬂ“.-' F

" to” classify the pup11 according to . one of four language-use eategories°
S T o

o '..
o

4+¥io .Fluent English and a second language

.sf Limited English and a second language “1. . o

e

’ uZ//The percent bi11ngual is the percent of p'pils who were 1dentified as .;“’
5be1ng in’ the last three categories . :_f _

- . |
a' -

PUpil Mobility Teachers were asked to indicate on each pupil's ‘test

“lﬂbooklet the grade’ in which that pupil was first enrolled in his.or ter

. current school and’ whether he.or she had been. continuously enrolled since

. .that time., The pupiI~mobility value was the percent.of- pupils ‘who had not g
,ﬂbeen continuously enrolled s1nce kindergarten or first grade.» . :

:ﬁ_ Example-~ Calwest s second- and third-grade pupils come from'highj»
F[socioeconomic families ‘with- relatiVely few disadvantag} d. pils ..
(5.1 percent AFDC).- The number of bilingual -pupils. (8. jercent) and

fand 46th pereentiles respectivelyb Lo ()

. noow T
AR

bu:Grade Slx Survey of Basic Skills . E .i']f. "i L ‘}_ R :h

'Three background factors were used in calculat1ng the comparison score

bands for .the Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 6--grade three achievement j

o 1ndex, ‘pércent AFDC, and percent bilingual. -Values are presented: for only "

the -last two" years ‘since.different background factors were used to develop

. comparison score bands for previous years

. Grade 3 Achievement Index. The l976 77" achievement index is the grade
“three score a school achieved on the stateé-Reading Test in May, l977
'Scores from feeder schools were used if "a_school with grade six did not .
'itself have third-grade pupils The ‘district value presented on the profile

was calculated by weighting the grade: §hiree achievement index for each '

“;school by the. number of sixth-grade pupils tested in the school

oy . - : . ] v L L&

314;.!"} =

' :_For each school w1th second or th1rd grades, the number  of pupils from AFDC o
S families was divided by the school enrollment to‘yield,a percent‘AFDC figure ~
’lv(October 1976 count) R R o

* the pupil’ mobility -are Just slightly below the state averagev(the 49th

E . EN . : ot N . . . S ot ._V._ "
. . R ,

. ~ The d1strict AFDC value presented on the profile was calculated by Weightlng '
* . the percent AFDC figure for ‘each school by the number &f sécond- or ‘third- .-

(

.-

el



R Lo Percent AFbC The AFDC figure is the percent of pupils whosevfamilies were -
AR - receiving - assistance under the Aid to Famllles w1th Dependent Chlldren
Pro ram, o IR B

e T Late in 1976 each dlstrict completed a questionnaire in: which it was asked
' ‘to give the . enrollment of each school: in the district and the number of
"pupils 7in each ‘school whose familles were recéiving AFDC’ asslstance as’ of B
" 'October, 1976, - For ‘each sixth-grade school," the, number of. such' pupils. was -
divided by the school enrollment to yield a percent AFDC figure RTEEE S
o ;»';:7- The district AFDC value presented on the profile was calculated by :
R :”f' weighting the percent AFDC figure for. each school by the number of sixth-
o grade pupilsétested in the school.._ B :

I

.gﬁ- ,ff--' Percent Bilingual " The percent billngual was derived from data filled in . ¢
S .+ i on the-back of each pupil's test form. . Teachers were. asked lassify the AN
S 'f-' pup11 according to one of four language use’ categories ' , : .

B ,'5_ Engllsh only

-»é Fluent English and a second language l T fin.:

L1m1ted Engllsh and a second language"

i o' Non-English speaking 3 _ :'Qt ' f_i’

The percent bilingual was the percent of puplls who were identlfied as
belonging'to the ‘last . three categories R e :

- ple" Calwest s- sixth grades received pupils with above average
3reading achievement (73xd percentile on the: grade threé achievement , -
PR 1ndex) ' The ‘district's sixth-grade: schools are further: characterized :
e ., as serving an area“ with relatively few. economically disadvantaged
BT puplls and ‘an average number of . b111ngual puplls '
T . . .

f;_"drade Twelve Survev.of.Basic.Skillsﬂ S if.' :: .'-": .;/f

The values on two background factors were used to computﬁithe comparison o
" score bands for the twelfth-grade Survey of Basic Skills: grade six achieve= -
: ment 1ndex and percent AFDC. . Values are presented only for the last two .
years since dlfferent background factors were used to develop comparlson '
score bands for previous years ' ' :

Grade 6 Achievement Index The grade six achievement index for 1976-77 1s
.a composite of the grade six\scores on two subtests of: the Survey of Basic
Skills Grade 6, which was" administered in April 1976 . to the pupils An” e
- the’ schools that' feed into the’ ‘district’ s high schools. ‘The. subtest . scores R
T that were combined were from the. reading ‘and mathematics subtests.’ The
[ score for each. sixth-grade feeder school ‘was: ‘calcilated. by taking the
percent correct scores according to the following formula

’.

Grade 6 Achiévement Index *-2 (reading score) + (math score)




ﬂ,;_.':;e:The ach1evement"1ndex for each sixth-grade eedér school was”weighted*by _,f-_f =
. . -the: number. of s1xth-grade pupllS currently eediﬁg.into a high school to o
.t.obtain the grade s1x achievement index%ésrhﬁhe?high school mll'*‘, ”‘”iii””ﬁ fﬂf;

R _ {'If a district had‘mpre than one high school theédlstrlct value (as presenyed
U em the proflle) fo he grade six achievement index was calculated by Cers
o 'weighting the ach vement index. for each ‘of the" high schools by ‘the- number
- of twelfth-grade students tested in, each hi h school ;-44 RV :

o M ,_ v.- ;e .

jhk}Percent AFDC' The AFDC figure is" the percent of students Whose families are o
Hrecelving ass1stance under¥the Aid’ to Families with Dependept Chlldren QL}f»f_h_?
pngram f‘lkg"'. LT ,y-_lx_, 3 -f-f _y. : IR

. ' . - .
s K 3 -’

g “%Late in l976 each district completeg d questionnaire in which it wag- asked
L te. 1dent1fy the enrollment of -each, school in the”district ‘and the number of
RS students /in' the school whose -families were receiv1ng AFDC assistance as of - .
b October 1976 For ‘each twelfth- -grade school,, _the ‘number of .such students 4
P _'was d1v1ded by the school enrollment to y1eld a percent AFDC f1gure.y ‘
. - \ .
The distr1ct AFDC value presented on the profiléb was calculated ﬁby
7" weighting .the percent. AFDC figure for each high school by the number of
wat twelfth-grade students tested in the school ' RN ) _
R Example- In 1976 77 the hlgh schools of Calwest Unified were rece1ving ]
22 7 - from the elementary schools pupils with’ above -average achievement - AR
levels in- reading and mathematics._ As was apparent from'-the background
”ffactors collected in grades two, three, and six, very few students : '_1._ o
were. coming-from econom1cally disadvantaged homes. : B e

Nt

4V/.”-rfif§ -,;;if Section F Add1tional Background Factors (Not Used to N :.>f
e S s Develop Comparison Score Bands) ' Co

Ly
. ‘In’ add1tion to the background factors utilized in the computation of the ,“;.t*j}}7
' " comparison score bands for the - respective tests, several ‘other: background . '
‘factors are:presented on .the district: profiles under the: heading "Additional
Background Factors." These-additional factors can assist the.readér in’
7‘understanding more completely the: background’and the - conditions under’ which f
a district was. operating.' The information for. the additional factors was
" not’ collected as part of the asgessment: program, rather, it was:obtained. g
~ from “the- S&ate Department of: Education agencies:which require ‘reports. from L,. S
districts -Definitions. of the factors and the. sources.of, the. additional B 2f“¢¢“
' background factors‘are presented in the paragraphs that follow. o T .

:. S R . » N . y .. :‘,,'%J' .

A T U

Q:Percent Minority Pupils

o :Data on . the simber of minority pupils enrolled in- the schools were collected s
U ine l973 74 as part. of the: Elementary and Secondary School Civil Rights .
k Survey. The minority enrollment. in ‘each district was divided by the- total
) ,enrollment to obtain the : percent ‘of minority enrollment._ The follow1ng
'definitions were used in the c1v1l rights survey '




. r . .. v » ,. .

R A . h ~ B

v.' ]’ : 1 . . v . . - 4; .

P i T s

. Ao . ] . ‘."
R B SR . : ¢
. gﬁ;i : : _Americanuindiank Persons conS1dered by themselves by the school o e
YL l° s . or by the communlty ‘to be of Amerlcan Ind1an or1g1n _ o ._.~Jw, ..
N ‘AS1an Amerlcan- Pérso 8 conS1dered By themselves y the schoo1
- ‘ f or by - the communlty to be of Ch1nese, Japanese, or other
. 3 '“:_ Asian: or1g1n.- ' : ) .
:ﬁ ;j:_ N nH;Black w%%ksons conS1dered by themselves by the school, or by the o ff"f

o ) t“-i-f ,communlty to be of black on of Afrlcan or Negro or1g1n.

L P . . FRa v - . .

T S fspanxsh surnamed’f Persons consrdered by. themselves by the st ;”ﬁ.i:
.~l-f;.. . Qﬂ_ or by the communlty to be of Mex1can, Puerto R1can "Cent al-
..‘.:_'. .

B Amerlcan Cuban Lat1n-Amer1can, og other Span1sh or1g1n.~
o o .’ .-" . . . .

o, R 1.,, . EH

B &

L Note-' Many d1str}cts have no. m1nor1ty puplls, or’at least none .in . . "V .
fkf;f;fi" . a. partlcular category. The state d1str1but10n Sf: m1nor1ty studentSa}T‘""
R ',f“fr'contrlbutes to erratic! appearing.. percentlle rank1ngs‘for a district,
ﬁ.e_fi"as demonstrated Ain- Appendix’.C. - For example, 35 percent of the. o
?ff_dlstrlcts ‘Have no, black- students “and half; of the d1str1cts have.
S fewer than 0.3 percERt blacks thus, a d1str1ct with a.0.3 percent
e ”?black populatlon would be at.the 50th percentlle, -and* another A

b “district w1ﬁh only a 1.6 percent ‘black population.would be at- the f;;f
."fwiff' .75th | percentlle., In.statistical terms; :the. digtrlbutlon of black

..t 7. students- among . d1str1cts is anythlng but normal; it is strongly R
it o positively: skewed. - The-same skewneSs is apparent in the d1str1bu-,“" B
© ., . 'tion of other minorities aswell. . . . o o Lo

B L ) , .‘o. . . .w'..: o Lo .,‘ BN - B P

o, AT e . o St :_' K Do S : '.
' ’Average'Class Slze*~Elementary' .; i'; 1;,'=~ v: ,,.w'-f;';v'wjfﬁi it

Informatlon on’ average class size i

collected .annually by,.the. Bureau‘:fiSchool Apportlonments ‘and ReportS'(Hyrm
J111A). . The- -figure shown in the proflle is -the“ayerage humber of pupi“s
}3,.,ﬂf;j§’vper class for 1976-77, roundeé to-’ one declmal place.: A h1gh average.
oo l~percent11e rank 1nd1cate 1arge elementhry grade class S1zes.

.Informatlon Qn_avérage;class ste ‘in, grades n1ne§through twelve 1s coll_c'
'annually by the Bureau of School Apportlonments and Reports (Form JlIlA)

I " schgol: x ' . . re \
Z.V: - fffi:Ebe shown' in the»proflle is the aVerage number .of puplls per. class R T

; S0 1976- 77, founded .£b" one“decimal place.’ A high average and hlgh perce
3 rank 1nd1cate large hlgh school class slzes. '

.

o . LT wo o
g v . Do S
& : L ,
A - NS (O T ST .

_ 'The average dally attendance (a a
~a.d.a. reported to the Bureau of
Z(Forms 3l8 and’ J19)

a. ) reported 1s the totali_ . S
&chool Apportlonments and Reports for“1976 77




Note' For the next three background factors all f1nanc1al'”

S Thus .un1f1ed d1str1cts were" ranked among un1f1ed d1str1cts -
-j;{e-l~uelementary——among—elementar?j‘and high school, among h1gh school

' '.jtThe lettet U, E,.or H. follow1ng€the percentlle rank pr1nted on.

*the profile 1dent1f1es the percentlle rank tables used 1n the

,'icomparlsons .
R F.v'_::"''A'ssessedf’V"a‘?.’uat:i.on''p'er Unit of a;dma;:‘ ) o
PSR The assesse&mvaluatlon per unit of average dally attendance is a. measure of

the’ ablllty of .a school district to-provide local revenues: - The valuatlon
flgure ‘was derived from. .the modified assessed valuatlon of l976 77", reported
" to. the: Bureau of School Apportlonments .and Reports (Form J29A) divided by the-
-second: perlod a.d. a. for 1976= 77 and . rounded to .the nearest dollar. The A d.a.
used to calculate the flgure is descr1bed 1n the preced1ng paragraph .
o L Ceneﬁtl.Purpose Tak-Rate ST “q n-u$.:?.;'¢l'L — :_?f;ggl._f,f'
S General purpose tax rate data were taken from 1nformatlon furnlshed by school o
«districts to the Bureau of "School; Apportionments and. Reports (Form. JZ9B) :
CItis the rate. lev1ed in conJunctlon w1th the d1str1ct revenue limit, plus )
'E the areawide tax levied, when.approprlate. “The'tax rate is determlned annually
- 'to pnov1de local revenues SufflClEHt to- complement ‘state: apportionments in °
"‘..1 meeting the district: revenue 11m1t amount._ The rate shown is that levied by
" . the distrlct for 1976~ .77 4. 10 ‘some. instances, ~the rate,shown may be lower ~*
” thar thatoauthorlzed if t district has chosen to, operate at a.revenue 11m1t
lower than the computed rate.-_w S

Lo

l;ﬁp{f“ﬁkpenditures.perkﬁﬂftaof'a d a;;“ R ’jff ’il.g___f ‘ }lﬂ.

Expendltures per un1t of a. d a..shown on the proflle ‘is the tota1 current
expense of education reported to the" Bureau of ‘School- Apportlonments and .
Reports (Form - J4l) d1vided by flscal a.d,a. ' It doées not include expendl-
Tturés’ for ‘food services,” community’ serv1ces , and- cap1tal ‘outiay, as-these - ... .-

'_are not.-considered part, of .total. current expense of’ educatlon'because of 'f Co

. the.variation of. expendltures in these classes ‘among..school d1stricts.-v. -

o The expenditures reported are for, l975 76 the latest school year for RN AN

L wh1chodata were available. ; -,_,.?H__ R DRI -u'»" o

' Co Examgig}- About 14 percent of - the students in Calwest Unlfled : C
?jjf . School. D1str1ct were class1£§ed as m1nor1ty, ‘over half of whom* : ,’ A

_ ' had Spanish ;urnames ¢ Clas$" sizes»in the. district were: larger :‘.‘,": '
R },”ﬁﬁg;~! than the. state averages. The, d1str1ct %h - an average daily . TS R

R "%k{*f_ attendance of 31,3124 was’ among the: larg@st 5° percent -of all”* the o

e f@--_w_:hV 1,042 districts in'the state.' 'The assessed: valuation of $15,112 .~ N

T ~{ per’. student ‘was fa1rly low (28th,percent11e) for unified. d1str1cts. BRI

b T 3 _The rax rate was somewhat above. average,while the per pup11 ex- s

K pendlture was bélow average.n S e A -
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Queshons and Answers - ‘_‘
Q. Is it true that the state changes the tests every year., T f

A No. However, it may have seemed that way in the past when there was
 a transition from ‘publishers' 'standardized tests to state- develOped ,
“tests, which were: subsequently rev1sed to accommodate the suggestions
.of. teachers and. members of the test adV1sory committees. "This’; year s -
profile is designed to ‘show .the . stab111ty which now ex1sts- the Entry
RESI -Level Test and'Reading-Test have now been used in the same.form for
".ﬁﬁ c three -successive years;/é;he Surveys were 1mplemented ong. year later
ST, and hence have been the Same for two yearsu S R S

o -

T S EIRTERE RS . S
QL s, 1t true that. 1f my distr1ct s percent ‘dorrect score in second-grade .
PR 'reading, for. example, were only one percent: correct higher than last~~,;,"'
L - year,. my percentile rank would increase, by 20 percentile points7 '.”, T
- A.- No. | Even at the middle of the distribution (where the sen81t1v1ty to
. SR change is greatest because of ‘the peakedness of the frequency- d1stri-
R bution cutve)y a l percent change in. percent correct will translate
.7 into a change of ‘five: percentile points. -However, the variance of T
d1str1ct scores does’ decrease at the higher. grade levels, particularly g
grade twelve, whéré there are. only 373 distr1cts.~ The -distribution” T
of test score means from large, units,,e g.,’high school districts;. is- R
‘a more compressed distribution.: This results in-a larger ratic-of = ' " .
_ °percentile rank differences to'méan Taw (percent correct) score dif-- o
:4_-'.”-f; ferences. The case- 1s ‘most: dramatic with spelling where’ high-- and '
D low-scoring districts do not have - dramatically differ?nt scores

son score bapds7 _c.-“

AL The factors used for the. calculations are listed under each test :in »'1;.
R the»order of ‘their. importance.- After the.third- or fourth ranked back- -

.- ground. factor is considered, the 1nformatlon,provided by: the remaining

Co . factors beqpmes redundant and very little’ neuﬁxﬁﬁbrmation can.be '.

‘- extracted,  The Reading Test: illustrates this principlé very nicely.. »

Once . the‘Entry Leveél Test scores' and socioeconomic index for‘a d1str1ct S

are known, very little additional 31gnif1cant information about a.-.

district is produced by adding the’ percent AFDC; percent bilingual

e

.af 3-;‘y"“ pupil mobility values. /All three of these factors are correlated w1th
v i U Entry Level Test scores and the socioeconomic index. -Thus, while these
f»f?ffzii_uv;; iree factors have 1nformational ;value,: they tell.little more about a.

t *55-4': district 5. test scores : a person can learn from the Entry Level Test
R T, scores and the soc1oeconom1c inﬂ?&} Co R ’ :
o T e Gy e

ERIC ™ 5t v gt e
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o 'Q,,'Why use 1976 Entry lLevel Test scores as a predictor of.current'second-h

—a—————————or third= grade pupils’ scores ¥ Wouldn't longitudinal comparisons be o
PR # better? That is, why not use the fall, l975 Entry Level Test scores L
l;_'as predictors for the current second grade7

A, If trie long1tud1nal data: were avallable, they m1ght be better pre-
_'q’dlctors of scores., However, the scores of last year s f1rst grade are
" not llkely to be for the, same pup11s as - th1s year's. second grade. Th1s'

L .. 'will' be true if even one of .the first’ graders moved from the communlty

~ ... .o ot if one new second grader was not in theg school .1last year when the

B 4first-grade Entry Level Test:was. administer ;‘ No better, pred1ctions
. resulted when such. quas1-long1tud1nal ‘comp ons were: attempted. . To . 4
A . the extent that there is any- DPupil mobility Teflective:of a changlng R

LA o ;communlty, he-. most recent test: results will reflect that change. And - ' 4
o 4 ~1if the second-=and th1rd-grade pup11 population is changing because.', s

0 of mobility, it is only reasonable that the pupils have : younger brothers :

: Tand s1sters ‘now 1n the f1rst grade who would reflect that change.’ : e

"'Because of the greater span of- years, the quas1-long1tud1nal compari-f S
. sons from grade three to grade six and from grade six ‘to ‘grade twelve v
would suffer ‘even:more from any mob111ty whlch ex1§ts.

’

©

4h”"L' Q."Why aren't the graph1c representations of the comparison score bands
the §ame w1dth for all grade levels_and content areas for Ja d1str1ct°

A. Some grade-level and content area scores are more predlctable than - )
" . others, For!example,'at both .grade six and twelve, spelling is the most .-
ﬁdifficult content .area -to pred1ct.; Background factors -aré not as closely
, - .correlated with spelling scores ‘as théy are with, for ex nple,” reading;
' the%efore, compar1son score bands for spelling tend to be w1der.

DL The width of- the compar1son scg%e band- is also a functlon of the number"-
S .~ -of students tested. Thus;. a.small district with a limited. niumber of
oL ’puplls‘tested has. a large/measurement error, which is reflected in a.
AT ﬂw1der comparison score band than that of a large d1str1ct.

,'Q;} Does a d1str1ct scor1ng below its compar1son score band 1nd1cate that - ”:‘:{
uy;the 1nstruct10nal program is- poor’

A.  Not necessarily, but the low score should serve as a s1gnal to examlneﬁ ’/(‘
_ © ' the situation thoroughly. The- follow1ng questions must be cons1dered ‘ ’
_ng'i "before concludlng thap'the 1nstruct10nal program is falling

R Are - the test results conslstent w1th teacher observat10ns7
-l";However when cons1der1ng teacher observatlons, one : should be.
wary of the possibly biased argument that:"This is a part}eu-‘”
1larly bad class."f Furthermore, when: consider1ng the average
;score. of’ 200- 300 students, .one. must realize that ‘the students

kfig f/°945f,ljv,ﬂz Would have to be quite systematically and dramatically dif--’
S e ferent Afror the norm to affect -a d1str1ct average.u.~1 e
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A _ i : , e d ;
et ‘Zﬁ “bid the testing coordinator report any unusﬁal conditlonq whjph-"
... .. rarose durlng the adm1n1stratio of- the tests9 A fire drill?:

ﬂ:f : o "Inattenti¥e proctors? Apathy apparent in the students? (Any. +
oo o drsruptions should have been reported at the time._ If they are | ,
' - ‘;reporte .on an ex post facto bas1s .they tedd to sound like A

_ 3. Do ,he reported backgrouhd factors present a reasonabie proflle
e AU of:the district? Selected factors are, of . course, the bas1s of
: E ' o ’_e predicted .score,_so if one of these should. falsely inflate. the-
/' ¢comparigon .score band,’ there is d.greater likelihood of the T
‘;f‘distrlcbxs score falling below 1ts—compar1son score band. - L

v

o 4;].There remain the two. extreme--and‘antithetical--explanat1ons for :_};'
~ a score' s being below the comparison score, band

ST v d

]

“ a.  In fact the’ d1str1ct 1s not~perform1ng as well as’ thoset
"s1milar to 1t. R . ..
G bf;_Even after reJecting all competing explanations,'it-clnnot
"+ . bel said with certa1nty that’ the 1nstructional program is .
- I . .at fault, since . .the prediction -system is not.foolproof.
'jA small chance ‘exigts that the district could have scored
_ “beléw its comparizﬁh score band even*when 1t deserved to L
';'_Score w1th1n. ST T 5’"”f*7ff

ce Q. Doesfscoring above one s comparison ‘score’ band mean that the 1nstruc¥;_

: ;program is: outstand1ng9 T
A S e -9,

U AL To analyze fa1rly and completely the test reSults, a. d1str1ct scoringﬂ}
R . "above its comparison score:band should -ask . 1tself the same - questlons
o © - as.: districts that sbore below.'* ~

¢
EIS .

[ . °'> R L :.;?‘.,' ‘

Q.. Does being w1th1n one's’ comparison score bands'é‘fall grades and all
'*cfntent areas"indicaté*that the”distr t 1s d01n§@%bout as’ well as'*"T“ﬁ
ean be expected9 R : : : '

, .

e ALY It 1s doing about as. well .as. other d1str1cts
g There remains the pOSSlbllity that all districﬁs with those character-

>,

‘score bands. If the
never be 1mprovement--.
ores 1ncrease'statew1de,
e same would rece1Ve a’

5

cited situation.creates. complacency, there .w

; J//fulfilling prophecy 1mp1101t in us1ng comparfs.
Or 1f

Just a perpetuation of the status quo.

omparison scoreibandan,f”
the percentile rank : '

ERIC
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/-. ) . - > T‘./"_ g " T
__-® . " centile. 'Beirg within it i sen—score—b nhardly be Seen
T as 1audatory or ‘even- reason for self-satléfaction. o
Ly ‘Some. of the game .- warn1ngs can be directed to,higher fcorlng dlstrlcts,i”“
I .oregardless of the 1nterp ation ‘index. ‘Being at the 95th perceritile
B S .does” mean the’ distridt is r ively ‘good; but possibly on an absolute K :
‘ - %, or judgmental basis, a%I distrdcts might-be scoring "too low," and a .. o

Yoo 95th percent11e 1s Just one: of the est’ of a "not too-good" group
s g L ) ) 4. . R TR ; _ e " -/.

L P \ . J‘ [ L. :,)_’,‘_".

e -

ana1y21ng a d1str1ct prof11e7

.‘-v‘ . l.'.»-,"
40 ™

- Yes., In the smallest schbdl d1str1cts in which a sma11 number of ,
. Students has determined the d1str1ct average, caution must’ be ‘used in

1nterpret1ﬂg scores."'In these cases, extreme scores 'absenteeism,,or .

Y other aberrations can. have a marked 1nf1uence o/{the distr1ct average. .

&

@

This same- limitation has been taken ‘into - account in- ca1cuIat1ng the
_comparison.score band. The width of this band must be greater for'
- smaller school dlstricts. " For the very smallest dlStrlctS, th1s .
e width becomes so great that the re1at10nsh1p of ‘the distridt: average
SR to the comparlson score band is of 11tt1e va1ue. - S
o _ cl (.,.._r _ N , ,
'.Q What can: be 1earned from. the background factors’
- - . N .- : ,
AR fA Often documentatlon may be secured to affirm or. refute c1a1ms made byf
SN~ various groups. L : : :
ExampleS:v'l. A taxpayers' group may think the district has the .
NI e highest tax rete around. The percentile rank yill - - _
L Lo show how accurate ‘the group s perceptions are. :

. ot . L. . b
S~ oot . .2 The® teachers may think their ‘average c1ass ﬁislj‘f _
toow.o.os oo Ui too large.’ In absolute terms, who is to say? In S
) ' P " 7" relative terms, ‘the percent11e rank will show how @ - =
'"“Hffw%'fuf:the -district's: average-class -size compares- to” that‘[ e

_of other d1str1cts throughout the state.

Py M v

>

VA
L
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PERGENTILE DISTRIBUTION 0F DISTRICT SCORES OF TEST RESULTS

e .

APPENDIX A,

FOR GRADES 2, 3, 6, AND 12
73 - - " ..- ~ -. 0 i

x

. ALL CALIFORNIAASCBnnT nTQTnTrTc’ 1976-77—

.

Pércentile
+ Rank
R

Grade "2 »

Grade 3 .

‘ .Gr."ade_:6.
. N

M C_;rade 12

S

Reading .

e

Reading -

Written .
»Ex‘prégsion

“spelling -

" Mathematics

| Reading’

;.Wriccén“"_
““Expression .

~Spe].vli“ng s

AN

‘Mathematics

P

':_95';‘
90, ¥
85
80

S 75

70 o

L85
760 -

"?55_'

“.".50.:‘ ,

45
a0
R

).

25

20,

15'-7
R0

~

MioAmin

© °76.6
755

74.2

69.8

<

$72.1

711

-i00.0 .

©94.1

C92.2 |

90,8

"89.8
88.8"

88.0.

75.2

72,4
. 67.7

L 34,2

" 80.

w73,

" .55,

10000 |

77.

75

b

72.
i7éf
0.
69.

.68.

61.
59.

757,

.50..

‘29,

0

8 .
4

6 .
1
9

""100.0-

80.1. -

©.75.5
3.4

"65.2

2 b

"63.2°

62.0 .

60.7

TE9.2

)}bi5

i 6l.b

6003

1000
'-75,;ﬁ
"52.7 V.
=7¢§'..
- 68.9
IGiTil
.

66.1

6347
63.0 .

62,3

1bo;p
i .7.4..5....
70;i_j N
664 -
© 644

62.8

’61.8

'60.5 -

 59;9_¥n.

jaSB.iri
57,2
56.2
'fés!z
Csez
'153.0
SsL7
| See3-

4.6

45,9

20,0

B

—58.9 .

764 "

70.0 if

67.1 -

65.4

648 -

4.3

63;2, .

. 61

609

60.2

-59.5

58.3.°

P 46.6

66.57

63.3 |

" 62.3°

75.5

" 686\

66.9 "

65.7-

60.3"

59.8.

| 59.2

58.8 . .

581 -

571

ss.9 ¥

":53.9

;-&6.5;'

"~ 70.6

S 71.4

69.9-

. 69.5
69,0

68.3

'_jal.i,
I
'j7i}1...

70.3

X3

S 687 -

Mean

Standard
Deviation.--

.83.2 .

" 66.

. 63.8

. B4

62.9.

4.5 -

-
61.2 . "
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APPENDIX B

PERCENTILE DISTRIBUTION ‘OF DISTRICT VALUES ON BACKGROUND
CTORS USED TO COMPUTE. COMPARISON SCORE BANDS FOR.EACH TEST

&

ALL CALIFORNIA SCHOOL DISTRICTS '1976—77
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) S APPENDIX C . -
DISTKIBUTION OF DISTRICT VALUES ON ADDIT}ONAL BACKGROUND FACTORS
‘ALL CALIFORNIA SCHOOL DISTRICTS 1976 77
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